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Translators’ notes: 


Kazimierz Mijal (September 15, 1910 — January 28, 2010) was a Polish communist activist and a 
dissident to the post Bierut rule of Polish People’s Republic under Wiadystaw Gomutka and later 
Edward Gierek, he founded the Communist Party of Poland in 1965 from Tirana in Albania, which 
opposed the revisionist government that then existed in the Polish People’s Republic. 


For many years while in Albania, he broadcasted to Poland through the Radio Tirana and via 
networks of Albanian and Chinese agents, he created and distributed propaganda leaflets to Poland 
with the messages of anti-revisionism and Stalinism. 


During the Sino-Albanian split, he fled to China and later at the beginning of the Deng era, he 
returned to Poland where he was shortly imprisoned for distributing political leaflets. 


In 1997 he tried to re-establish the communist party of Poland and still remained somewhat active 
until his death in 2010, publishing his works and critiques on various issues plaguing the modern 
Marxist movement in Poland. 


This work is one such work, it comes from 1999 and is a critique of Adam Schaff who was a 
prominent Marxist statesman in the Polish People’s Republic turned Euro-communist in the latter 
part of his life. Mijal provides a thorough critique of Schaff and his ideas, not only in the 
ideological sphere but also traces back Schaff’s positions to the latter’s personal circumstances. 


This work can be interpreted and used as a more general critique of post-communist eastern bloc 
‘New Left’ ‘socialist? movements as similar ideas to that of Schaff permeate across them, whether it 
be ‘Die Linke’ in Germany or ‘Lewica’ in Poland. 


Note: Mijal often refers to ‘Bermanovschism’ or the ‘Berman Generation’, this refers to Jakub 
Berman who was a Jewish-Pole who along with Hillary Minc and Bolestaw Bierut made up the top 
echelons of the party in the early Polish People’s Republic. During the thaw he was blamed for 
Stalinist repressions against the political enemies of the Polish People’s Republic. 


Mijal here refers negatively towards Berman’s generation, which Adam Schaff belonged to, as 
having a negative influence on the nation as a result of Mijal’s perceived zionist control of Poland 
from 1956, puzzling because Berman himself was removed from power in 1957 but nevertheless 
those belonging to Berman’s ilk are consistently blamed in Mijal’s work for the downfalls and 
failures in the Polish People’s Republic. 


We kept the Polish abbreviations where the matter discussed concerned a Polish organisation, here’s 
a complete glossary of used terms: 


PRL — Polish People’s Republic 
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PZPR — Polish United Workers’ Party 

SLD — Democratic Left Alliance 

SdRP — Social Democracy of the Republic of Poland 

Unia Pracy — Labour Union 

PPS — Polish Socialist Party 

Polska Partia Klasy Robotniczej — Polish Party of the Working Class 


We kept the Polish names of the sources from Adam Schaff or publications relating to him, this is so 
the reader is free to seek them, here’s their translation: 


“Rozmowy 0 lewicy” — “Conversations about the Left” 

“Trybuna” — “Tribune” 

“Dzis” — “Today” 

“Zamkniety umyst I bezrobocie” — “A closed off Mind and Joblessness” 
“Prdéba podsumowania” — “An Attempt at a summary” 

“Pora na spowiedz” — “Time for a Confession” 

“Notatki ktopotnika” — “The Notes of a Troublemaker” 


We translated the quotes based not on the text of the original Adam Schaff’s work but the citation 
given by Kazimierz Mijal so small errors may occur, but they shouldn’t impact the overall semantic 
meaning of the translated text. 


We did however, whenever Mijal quotes a non-Polish author (Marx, Engels etc.), chose to take the 
corresponding citation from an already available translation online (like from Marxists.org) so that 
the reader could easily verify the given sources. 


That being said for many of the given sources we tried locating the original references, but we were 
not able to find them (or they were behind a paywall/only available in a book format), we therefore 
left the original Polish quotation alongside our translation and posted a source where the quote 
could possibly originate from (the source is given in a language we could freely locate it in 
[German]). It is on the reader to confirm the quotation if they so choose. Sometimes we couldn’t be 
sure of the source as Mijal simply states that ‘Marx/Engels said [so-and-so]’ without any references, 
in which case we simply posted the original Polish in the hopes that the readers will be able to 
locate the references themselves in the future. The sources we couldn’t confirm are marked in red. 


The treatment above was only applied to Marx/Engels/Lenin citations, Adam Schaff’s references 
are likewise inaccessible but as they are exclusively in Polish, we didn’t mark or place the Polish 
text underneath as a Polish reader would just read the original anyway. We sincerely hope that in the 
future we will be able to appropriately source all quotes leaving nothing to doubt but for the time 
being this translation will have to suffice for anyone interested in this work of Kazimierz Mijal. 


We tried to keep the text as close to the style of Mijal as possible. Furthermore, we made great 
effort in trying to balance faithfulness to the original with textual clarity. Therefore, possible odd 


way of phrasing certain sentences is an expected result of that. 


If you have any critique as to the quality of this translation or would like to contact/join us then you 
can contact us on Twitter, the link is in the footer of this document. 
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Introduction 


Adam Schaff discussed the content and form of his "own conception" of the future "new" socialism 
and the "new" left in 9 articles titled, "Rozmowy o lewicy" ("Trybuna" 1999) and in an article 
published in "Dzis" No. 6/1999 titled "Zamkniety umyst I bezrobocie" (“Closed off mind and 
joblessness”) as well ass books published in the years 1992-1999. In the introduction, A. Schaff 
presents himself in the best possible light. 


"I joined the Polish communist movement," says A. Schaff, "some almost 70 years ago. This means 
that I am of the dinosaur generation in this field. Only my role in this game has changed - I have 
grown up and gone the way from pupil to master in (this funny) profession. And it is in this 
capacity, without embarrassment, that I now want to appear in the role of an ‘instructor 
("Trybuna", article 2). 


"I," says A. Schaff, "was and am a Marxist, but in the sense that I give to this word. There is nothing 
mystical about it - I simply practice "my" Marxism, that is, of my interpretation. ("Prdéba 
podsumowania" p.207). 


This is no longer Marxism! One can also reason in this way, provided one quotes exactly Marx's 
position, which becomes the basis for A. Schaff's interpretation, so as not to force the reader to 
blindly believe in the infallibility of the "master's" interpretation, and Marx, had he lived, would not 
have had to refer to this interpretation, as he expressed himself, for example, about the erroneous 
interpretation of the Italian Professor Loria in a letter to Engels: 


"I was not edified," says Marx, "by the disgusting flattery against me and the public display of my 
superiority, as well as by a certain falsification of my views in order to be able to refute them more 
easily" (MED, vol. 34, p. 93). 


Nie bytem zbudowany - méwi Marks - obrzydliwymi pochlebstwami pod moim adresem i 
publicznym popisywaniem sie swoja wyzszoscia, jak rowniez pewnym falszowaniem moich 
pogladow, aby moc je tatwiej obalic” (MED, t. 34, s. 93). 


https://marxwirklichstudieren. files. wordpress.com/2012/11/mew_band34.pdf 


The proverbial dot over the "i" was put by Engels, who states: "but when a man wants to deal with 
scientific questions he should above all learn to read the works he wishes to use just as the author 
had written them, and above all without reading anything into them that they do not contain." 
(Preface, "Capital", vol.3, part 1, p.37)’. 


Both statements, by Marx and Engels, are still highly applicable because A. Schaff on his 
conception of "new" socialism and the "new" left breaks with the basic principles of Marxism. It is 
a new system of old utopian socialism which, firstly, renounces the revolutionary seizure of political 
power in the state by the working class, secondly, it rejects the need for the socialization of private 
property of all means of production, and thirdly, underestimates the importance of the revolutionary 
class struggle, justifying its position with utopian-religious ideas of "social justice" and "love of 
your neighbour," which in reality serves to prolong the rule of big capital. In regards to what will be 
in 50 years' time, we can be fantasise about it, but Polish society, more than half of which is turned 
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its back on the restoration of capitalism in Poland because it lives in poverty and misery, needs to be 
told now, today, clearly what the difference is between the material base of the utopian "new" 
socialism and the material base of revolutionary socialism, and what views the "new" socialism 
represents since it rejects the Marxist principle of socialist revolution and the state of the 
revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariat. Utopian ideas solve nothing, it is a matter of clearly 
taking a stand on what to do now, today. Marx already in 1850 said: 


"The proletariat is ceding this (this type - K.M.) of socialism to the petty bourgeoisie and is 
concentrating more and more around revolutionary socialism, around communism. This socialism is 
revolution in permanence, the class dictatorship of the proletariat as the necessary transitional rung 
for the abolition of class differences in general, for the abolition of all the relations of production of 
which these differences are the product, for the abolition of all the social relations corresponding to 
these relations of production, for the subversion in all the ideas which originate in these social 
relations" (Marx's emphasis, MED vol. 7, p. 103). 


Proletariat odstepuje ten (ten rodzaj — K.M.) socjalizmu drobnomieszczanstwu i skupia sie coraz 
bardziej wokolo rewolucyjnego socjalizmu, wok6! komunizmu. Socjalizm ten to rewolucja w 
permanencji, klasowa dyktatura proletariatu jako konieczny szczebel przejsciowy do zniesienia 
roznic klasowych w og6le, do zniesienia wszystkich stosunkéw produkcji, ktérych rdznice te sa 
wytworem, do zniesienia wszystkich stosunkéw spotecznych odpowiadajacych tym stosunkom 
produkcji, do przewrotu we wszystkich ideach, ktore z tych stosunk6w spotecznych biora poczatek” 
(podkreslenia Marksa, MED t. 7, s. 103). 


https://marxwirklichstudieren. files. wordpress.com/2012/11/mew_band07.pdf 


Marx thus already comprehensively defines here the first phase of communism, as "revolutionary 
socialism," the necessary transitional level for the abolition of class differences in general, which he 
calls in 1875 in his "Critique of the Gotha Program" a "transitional period," which A. Schaff does 
not take into account. 


The bourgeois social formation closes the prehistory of human society 


"The bourgeois mode of production," says Marx, "is the last antagonistic form of the social process 
of production.... The prehistory of human society accordingly closes with this social formation. 
(Preface, "A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy").* 


The new non-antagonistic form of the social process of production of human society of which Marx 
speaks will become communism, a classless society, which is the task not of one country of the 
victorious socialist revolution, but of the international proletariat. A. Schaff, defining the stages of 
humanity's social development, avoids Marxist terminology. Thus he speaks of "socialism" and 
"history" in general. 


"Engels," says A. Schaff, "once said (where? - this A. Schaff does not state) that the victory of 
socialism would mark the transition of humanity from prehistory to modern history. Today, we can 
add to those words that this history of humanity has every chance of providing every individual 
with the conditions for a happy life. And this is the face that socialism of the future should have". 
("Préba podsumowania" p.79). 
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Engels could not have muddled Marx's position in such an unreadable way as A. Schaff did. Since, 
according to Marx, "bourgeois relations of production" will become "the last antagonistic form of 
the social mode of production ... closing the prehistory of human society," then the new "universal 
history of humanity" of which A. Schaff speaks will be represented by communism, Marx's 
classless society, and not by a kind of some "socialism" or "general happiness." Socialism was 
never referred to by Marx as a period of general happiness, but as the next phase of human 
development. Revolutionary socialism in post-revolutionary victorious countries, however, is only 
the beginning, a lower phase of communism, that is, a transitional period from a capitalist society to 
a communist, classless society in which the political state has the character of a revolutionary 
dictatorship of the proletariat. "The conditions of a happy life" can be provided not by some 
"socialism of the future," of which A. Schaff speaks, but by communism, a classless society, of 
which A. Schaff, speaking of the "new" left, does not mention a single word. However, despite the 
death of the proletariat and capitalism, in the next 50 years, the "new" left will be based not on the 
proletariat, but on the "middle classes" that exist in big capitalism driven by powerful speculative 
finance capital. 


In this situation, the "new" left, completely detached from the proletariat, wants to continue the 
servile role of the old social democracy only in the narrow field of employment of the unemployed, 
with the aim of liquidating structural unemployment. 


"The economy of this period," says A. Schaff, "will admittedly be tri-sectoral (private, cooperative 
and state based), but with a overwhelming preponderance of state-owned or actually socialized (?) 
enterprises in the form of national and transnational joint stock companies, managed by managers.” 
("Pora na spowiedz," p.176). 


As long as state power is in the hands of the bourgeoisie, and this will be the case during the 50- 
year "death of the proletariat" predicted by A. Schaff, the nationalization of enterprises does not 
indicate a change of political system, but only a change of the form of exploitation. Conversely, 
enterprises in the form of joint stock companies, national and international, managed by managers, 
from the point of view of property law, are not "actually socialized", as A. Schaff says, but are the 
private property of the stockholders, i.e., they constitute the material basis of Big Capital. Although 
the managers, the present directors of the enterprises and conglomerates of Big Capital, are 
outstanding organizers and highly qualified specialists and are generously remunerated, they are 
nevertheless only high-ranking employees and fulfil a role similar to that of administrators of land 
estates in the feudal period. 


New ' socialism," says A. Schaff, "will be a new form of the supra-historical postulates of 
socialism.... The "new" left must change its ideology and its mode of action. For its "clientele" will 
change - its main "carrier" will not be the proletariat, but the new middle classes, and thus its 
character will change from class-based to generally social" (""Proba podsumowania," p. 249). 


This conception, however, is by its very premise unfounded and therefore unreliable. For it is no 
secret that capitalist society is beset by three main lines of class ideo-political activity: the right, the 
left and the centre. The Right, as if it were not divided internally, fights to the death for the 
extension of the rule of capitalism and the bourgeoisie on a world scale; the Left, whose main 
ideological and political force is the proletariat of the four main branches of the economy: industry, 
construction, transport and communications, represents the class interests not only of the proletariat, 


https://natprole.blogspot.com/ https://twitter.com/NatProle https://odysee.com/@Nat-prole:7 


but of the wage-labourers of all classes, whose aim is to overthrow the rule of the great bourgeoisie 
and to embark on the road of revolutionary construction of a classless society; the center, is the 
fluctuating center of social forces, the petty bourgeoisie, whose ideological-political aim is not to 
overthrow the rule of the bourgeoisie, but only to create more bearable living conditions for itself. 
And here, in this generally clear situation, A. Schaff creates a utopian version of the "new" left, 
whose "clientele" is the petty bourgeois center. The "new" left without the proletariat is a frivolous 
creation. A. Schaff has gone too far in his abstract philosophizing, because the matter is not that 
complicated. Since it is assumed that after the death of the proletariat and capitalism over a period 
of 50 years, the "new" left will continue to be based on the middle classes, then there must also 
exist a "new" right whose core will undoubtedly be big finance capital, and therefore there must 
also continue to exist a highly qualified proletariat controlling the work of automatons and robots. 
Such a modified structure of capitalist society will continue to exist until the socialist revolution is 
victorious, which is increasingly true on a European scale, but not only. This whole nebulous 
cerebral conception of A. Schaff means a revision of Marx's position on the abolition of capitalism 
as the last antagonistic formation of human society, since according to A. Schaff there is still a class 
society, in which, however, the struggle will not have a supposedly class character but a "general 
social one”? In reality, this conception aims at extending the reign of Big Capital under the banner 
of "supra-historical postulates of socialism," which has nothing to do with Marxism. Marx and 
Engels contemplated in their lifetime about 15 cases of the accumulation of antagonistic 
contradictions and the possibility of the victory of the socialist revolution in some country, in order 
to pass to the first phase of communism, which is the transitional period of the transformation of 
capitalist society into a communist, classless society. Already in the "German Ideology" Marx and 
Engels state and warn that after the victory of the socialist revolution in a country, the transition 
immediately to communism, i.e., to a higher phase of classless society, would be local and short- 
lived. It would not be able to produce "universal" individuals, and "each extension of intercourse 
would abolish local communism". Marx says that "Empirically, communism is only possible as the 
act of the dominant peoples"” and thus in the final phase of the transition from capitalist to 
communist society on a world scale. 


"New" socialism - the petty-bourgeois "third way" 


"Let's manage in our own way," says A. Schaff, "going our own Polish 'third way,' which is not 
socialism, but certainly not free-market capitalism either." ("Nie tedy droga" p.75). 


What it is, everyone can see - it is just plain Polish misery! Utopian "new" socialism, a nebulous 
cerebral conception, as Marx says of such ideas, is indeed not revolutionary socialism, because A. 
Schaff revises the content of the basic "pillars" of revolutionary socialism, namely: 


1. It rejects the principle of the gradual socialization of all private means of production, advocates a 
"mixed economy" (private, cooperative and state owned), whereby he erroneously includes in the 
economy of state enterprises also enterprises, as he says, "actually socialized in the form of national 
and transnational joint-stock companies, managed by managers,” since only their organization of 
production is social in character, but they are still privately owned; 
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2. It rejects the economics of socialism, which by planning production and consumption replaces 
the essence of competition, the blind law of supply and demand in capitalism; 


3. It rejects the new type of state of revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariat, instead it is based 
on the democracy of bourgeois parliamentarism. 


A. Schaff differs fundamentally from Marx in his revolutionary attitude. Marx, as Engels said on 
the day of his funeral, was not only a genius of science, but above all a great revolutionary. Having 
discovered the secrets of capitalist production in the form of surplus value, he carried out tireless 
activity to organize the proletariat to fight for its complete liberation from the slavery of wage labor 
through the transition from a capitalist to a communist society, which is impossible without the 
political organization of the proletariat in its party and the conquest of political power. A. Schaff 
does just the opposite, predicting the liquidation of the proletariat by robots and automatons in a 
period of about 50 years, at present, when the proletariat is powerful, he does not see the working 
class and does not put any tasks before it. This is a complete departure from the principles of 
Marxism. Next, Marx says that the liquidation of capitalism and the transition to communism on a 
world scale will mark the end of prehistory, the end of the antagonistic state of humanity. 
Meanwhile, A. Schaff does just the opposite, speaking of the liquidation of the proletariat he claims 
that there will still be social classes. 


" Indeed," says A.Schaff, "the ‘clientele’ will change of the "New" Left, its main... 'bearer' will be 
not the proletariat, but the middle classes, and thus its character will change from class-based to 
generally-social". 


In that case, the name of the party "New" Left is baloney, it does not fit its "bearers" - of the middle 
classes. And the claim that there will be social classes but no class struggle alludes to the ideals of 
the petty bourgeoisie. Proudhon, the leader of the petty bourgeoisie in France in the 19th century, 
says that everything is decided not by "interest" but by "justice." Marx described Proudhon's The 
Philosophy of Poverty as the so-called "codex of socialism of the petty bourgeoisie" (MED vol.16, 
p.34). 


”kodeks socjalizmu drobnomieszczanina" (MED t.16, s.34). 


https://marxwirklichstudieren. files. wordpress.com/2012/11/mew_band16.pdf 


A. Schaff replaces Proudhonian "justice" with Judeo-Christian "agape," i.e., "heavenly love of 
neighbor." And yet both Jews and Christians know very well that "love of neighbor" is a beautiful 
slogan and a great actual fiction. A programmatic slogan from which nothing follows. Most of the 
murders and massacres took place and are taking place (vide Kosovo) under the slogan of love of 
neighbor and respect for rights. A. Schaff claims that the most important "pillar" of socialism is 
"agape" (from Greek "heavenly love of neighbor"), so he reaches back to the tradition of the 
prophets of Judeo-Christianity from the first century AD. This wonderful star of the slavery period: 


"Love of one's neighbor," says A. Schaff, "is the 'soul’ of socialism, and everything else is only a 
historically variable commentary or an addition." ("Pora na spowiedz" p. 219) 


Religious ideals have always served the ruling classes, and now they serve them still. So the 
question arises, can we currently seriously speak of the existence of a heavenly love of neighbor 
between a slave and a slave owner, between a serf and a feudal peasant, between an exploited 
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worker and an exploiting capitalist? After all, there is a fierce class struggle going on in Poland and 
in the world today. So A. Schaff's claim that "love of neighbor" is "the heart of socialism" can only 
be aimed at blunting the blade of the class struggle, and thus can only serve the bourgeoisie. Pope 
John Paul II, concluding the Sacred Alliance with US President Reagan, financed and supported by 
all means the counter-revolutionary "Solidarity" movement to overthrow real socialism in Poland in 
the interests of capital and the bourgeoisie. The godfather of the poverty and misery prevailing in 
Poland among almost half of the population is John Paul II and the Episcopate of the Church in 
Poland. Marx said that fighting religion would be absurd, but he considered the separation of church 
from state and politics and the abolition of religious instruction in schools, introduced during the 
Great Revolution in France, to be correct. Besides, "our new big brother - the United States" is also 
against the merging of church and state. A. Schaff, following the Polish "third way", put forward the 
conception of the "New" Socialism, which in fact is a UTOPIAN SOCIALISM, because it is based, 
as A. Schaff himself says, not on the proletariat but on the middle classes, so it is petty-bourgeois 
socialism, but out of fear of a revolt of the proletariat, it is in coalition with and under the leadership 
of the bourgeoisie. Lenin said: "In a capitalist country (and Poland is such a country now) one can 
stand on the side of capital, one can stand on the side of labor, but in the middle one cannot stand" 
(LD vol.26, p.109) 


”W kraju kapitalistycznym (a takim krajem jest obecnie Polska) mozna sta¢ po stronie kapitatu, 
mozna sta¢ po stronie pracy, ale posrodku sta¢ nie mozna” (LD t.26, s.109). 


https://kommunistische-geschichte.de/LeninWerke/LW26.pdf 


Communofascism of the "Bermanovschism" generation 
The main features of "communofascism" in the PRL, says A. Schaff, were: 
1. "terrorism" to "force people to obedience"; 
2. "totalitarianism in the sense of subjugating people's thought"; 
3. "tendencies toward autocratic rule, negating democracy." 


A. Schaff, when speaking of class society in the People's Republic of Poland shortly after the 
overthrow of the bourgeoisie, i.e., during a period of fierce class struggle for the consolidation of 
the state of democratic dictatorship of the proletariat, in which politics are decided not by the 
bourgeoisie, but by the proletariat in the interests not only of workers, but of wage earners of all 
classes, sees not antagonistic social classes, but "humans". After all, the bourgeoisie, the landed 
gentry and the petty bourgeoisie are also made up of "humans" who, however, in the initial period 
are decidedly hostile to the new system of people's democracy under the political leadership of the 
working class. That's why the state in this period demands compulsory adherence to the constitution 
and laws, which A. Schaff calls "terrorism". The state of the dictatorship of the proletariat does not 
allow political vilification of the system of people's democracy, which in no case can be called 
totalitarianism. A socialist state does not hinder the development of progressive thought in science; 
on the contrary, it creates a material basis for its wide and lush development. 


"The more uncompromising and independent science manifests itself," says Engels, "the more it is 
in harmony with the interests and aspirations of the workers. 
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”Im wiekszq bezkompromisowos¢ i niezaleznos¢ przejawia nauka - mowi Engels - tym bardziej jest 
zgodna z interesami i dazeniami robotnikéw". 


Engels speaks of the inseparable bond of the revolutionary proletariat with the true representatives 
of science: 


"Since with us are philosophers who will think and workers who will fight - will there be a force on 
earth so great as to oppose our forward march?" 


”Skoro z nami sq filozofowie, kt6rzy beda mySle¢ i robotnicy, kt6rzy beda walczyé - to czyz 
znajdzie sie na ziemi sita tak wielka, aby sie przeciwstawi¢ naszemu marszowi naprzdod?" 


The same is true of the tendencies of autocratic governments which, in the words of A. Schaff, 
"negate democracy". It must be clearly stated that democracy in the state of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat should be inaccessible to the enemies of democracy. 


It is enjoyed by all those entitled to vote, but only those who do not benefit in any form from the 
exploitation of other people's labor can be elected. The democratic state of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat has not only the constitutional and legislative right but also the duty to use violence 
within the framework of appropriate laws, which aims at the complete liberation of the working 
class and the creation of a classless, communist society. Marx did not condemn French Jacobin 
terrorism, saying: 


"French terrorism is a plebeian way of dealing with the enemies of the bourgeoisie, absolutism, 
feudalism and bourgeois quaintness." 


”Francuski terroryzm to plebejski sposob zatatwiania sie z wrogami burzuazji, absolutyzmem, 
feudalizmem i mieszczanskq koltuneria". 


Marx, in pondering the course of the French Revolution, says: 


"The rebellions of the slave owners, by interrupting for a time the process of progress of peace, 
would only accelerate the movement by putting a sword in the hand of the Social Revolution." 


»Rebelie wiascicieli niewolnikéw, przerywajac na pewien czas proces postepu pokojowego, 
przyspieszytyby tylko ruch, wktadajac miecz w dion Rewolucji Spotecznej". 


That is precisely what the Chinese Communist Party did on June 4, 1989 in Beijing and in this way 
it did not negate, but strengthened the democracy of the dictatorship of the proletariat in the 
People's Republic of China. A. Schaff's error lies in the fact that he puts an unacceptable 
equivocation between, for example, the struggle of Hitler's fascism against the German proletariat 
and the communists as enemies of the bourgeoisie and the struggle of the Polish communists 
against the bourgeoisie as enemies of the construction of revolutionary socialism. G. Dmitrov 
rightly said during the trial for the burning of the Reichstag in Berlin, that although the bludgeon of 
dictatorship is the same, it is important in whose hands it is placed and whom it beats. A. Schaff, in 
a spirit of heavenly love for his fellow man, by placing an equivalence, is in fact defending the 
Polish bourgeoisie. However, there is another important issue that A. Schaff does not mention, 
namely, were the rights and obligations arising from the constitution and laws violated in Poland? 
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Certainly there have been such cases, which could be treated as manifestations of terrorism or 
autocratic tendencies, but A. Schaff does not discuss this, instead he raises another important 
problem. 


"Our country," says A. Schaff, "is gravely ill with anti-Semitism" (emphasis A. Schaff, "Proba 
podsumowania," p.143). 


A. Schaff, discussing this problem, fails to see that the main cause of this illness is Zionism, i.e., 
Jewish bourgeois nationalism, which characterizes the entire political activity of the Berman 
"generation" and found brutal expression during the March events of 1968. A. Schaff was dismissed 
from his post as Director of the Institute of Philosophy and Sociology at the Polish Academy of 
Sciences on the basis of a decision by W. Gomutka and J. Cyrankiewicz, who could not be accused 
of anti-Semitism, for expressing solidarity with the demonstrating sympathizers of the Zionist 
organization of the Trotskyist "commandos" J. Kuron and A. Michnik, the main representatives of 
the youth of the Berman generation at that time. The claim that the March events in 1968 were anti- 
Semitic in character is a conscious falsification of history since their aim was to remove Wladyslaw 
Gomutka from power and to appoint R. Zambrowski in his place, which, as far as Wtadystaw 
Gomutka is concerned, was realized by the "generation" of Bermanovschism during the December 
1970 events. A. Schaff's accusation of communo-fascism against the socialist political 
superstructure in Poland is a manifestation of his negative attitude towards communism, an 
expression of indignation at the fact that he dared to be dismissed from his position as Director of 
the Institute for expressing his support for the Zionist events of March 1968. In addition, A. Schaff 
says: 


"In fact, I myself belonged to Solidarity for a year (in 1980)" ("Notatki ktopotnika", p.106). 


Thus, it is hard to believe that he did not realize that the struggle was not for the position of a new 
unity of the working class destroying trade union, but for the overthrow of the socialist system. No 
wonder, then, that in 1993 A. Schaff says with evident satisfaction: 


"Socialism in Poland collapsed, and that was a good thing." (""Préba podsumowania," p. 145). 


"Socialism in Poland collapsed, and that was a good thing" expresses with satisfaction the Berman 
"generation" because it managed to scoff its responsibility for 45 years of governing Poland and, 
moreover, hypocritically claim to have been a persecuted victim of Polish anti-Semitism. In his 
book "Préba podsumowania", A. Schaff praises to the skies the merits of his "generation" for 
Poland and claims that the political superstructure in the People's Republic of Poland was of a 
communo-fascist nature. However, he does not say a word about whose hands the real power in the 
party and state was then. There is no doubt that, beginning with the staffing of the PKWN and the 
PPR Politburo in Lublin in 1944, the actual leadership of the party and the state was in the hands of 
the "Berman generation" until the fall of the PRL in 1989. 


"To understand the motivations of my "generation" - says A. Schaff - “it is necessary here to 
distinguish out the problem of national minorities. This is because the population affected by this 
flaw was primarily the source of my "generation. Of course, there were comrades of ethnically 
Polish origin among us, but proportionally there were fewer of them.” 
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The Jewish proletariat, as a class, did not exist in the PRL and still does not exist in Poland. The 
members of the Berman "generation" were and are almost all of petty-bourgeois and bourgeois 
origin. The driving force behind all the counter-revolutionary events in Poland - in 1956 (Poznan 
and "Polish October"), the Zionist events in March 1968, the December events in Gdansk in 1970, 
in "Ursus" and in Radom in 1976, and in 1980-1989 throughout Poland - was the "generation" of 
the old Bermanovshchism and at the end the young generation of the Zionist KOR and Trotskyist 
"commandos". 


The main aim of all these events was not to strengthen the dictatorship of the proletariat, but to 
strengthen the leadership role of the Berman "generation" in the Party and the state, and to extend 
its rule in Poland in order to strengthen elements of the capitalist economy in the country's social 
economy and to further weaken the leadership role of the working class. Thus, while Hitler's 
fascism in Germany fought to prevent the collapse of capitalism, in People's Poland Schaff's 
communo-fascism, which in fact was represented by the "generation" of Bermanovschism, fought 
to strengthen the influence of the social right wing in the political superstructure of the country in 
order to speed up the restoration of capitalism. Thus their goals were not contrary to one another as 
A. Schaff claims but were convergent, as they served to strengthen capitalism in Germany and to 
speed up its restoration in People's Poland. If then in the People's Republic of Poland "since 1948 - 
as A. Schaff says - there was communofascism", then it was the communofascism of the 
"generation" of the Berman era. The proletariat is the enemy of nationalism, and therefore in the 
first place it must fight firmly and consistently both Polish bourgeois nationalism and Zionism, i.e. 
Jewish bourgeois nationalism. 


"Only the working class," says Marx, "constitutes an active force of resistance against national 
confusion. I am convinced, Marx emphasizes, that the real force which can oppose the recurrence of 
national antagonisms is only the working class" (Marx's highlights vol.33, pp.27 and 135). 


“Jedynie klasa robotnicza - méwi Marks - stanowi aktywna site oporu przeciw narodowemu 
zamroczeniu. Jestem przekonany, podkresla Marks, ze prawdziwa sita, kt6ra moze sie 
przeciwstawic nawrotowi antagonizmow narodowych, jest tylko klasa robotnicza” (podkreslenia 
Marksa t.33, s.27 i 135). 


UNCERTAIN BUT THE SOURCE IS LIKELY HERE: 
https://marxwirklichstudieren.files.wordpress.com/2012/11/mew_band33.pdf 


However, workers in the PZPR, especially in the years 1956-1989, were in the minority and did not 
decide about anything. The decision to liquidate the PZPR, which A. Schaff had called for earlier, 
was taken by the liquidation congress, in which there were only 118 workers out of 1,639 delegates, 
or 7.2 percent. 


The ideological genesis of the "new" left 


"The main bearer of the 'new' left," says A. Schaff, "will not be the proletariat, but the new middle 
classes, and thus its character will change from class-based to generally social." However, since 
there will be middle classes, there must also exist two more classes, namely, an upper and a lower 
class, which A. Schaff does not mention. The upper class, and thus still the ruling class, will be the 
big financial bourgeoisie, representing big capital, i.e., the owners of powerful joint-stock 
companies, while the lower class will be composed of the multi-million-strong army of unemployed 
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workers and the slightly smaller army of urban and rural poor, but all of them, reassuringly says A. 
Schaff, will perform various "jobs" and will be paid slightly above the present unemployment 
benefits, under the name of the so-called "basic income without work," i.e., they will be condemned 
to poverty. The "new" left, by rejecting its reliance on the proletariat and renouncing class struggle, 
marks a complete departure from Marxism; it is alleged to be not of class character, but of a general 
social character; in fact, it will ideologically and politically represent the petty bourgeoisie, 
subordinated to the interests of big finance capital, in order to strengthen and prolong the rule of big 
capital. A. Schaff, rejecting now any ideological-political role for the proletariat, the largest class of 
society, and class struggle, even though there will still exist a class society, brought to the fore, 
instead of Marxism, the religious idea of Judeo-Christianity: "heavenly love of neighbor". 


"Whatever movement it may be," says A. Schaff, "secular or religious, whatever social class has 
historically been its driving force, we qualify as socialist those among them which proclaim in their 
programs the principle of 'agape' with all the consequences flowing therefrom. Of course, the "new" 
left must exhibit its recognition of the necessity of changing the present civilization of labor in favor 
of a civilization of occupations with all the consequences flowing from the present industrial 
revolution. 


Subsequently, A. Schaff states: 


"It will no longer be the traditional struggle of the proletariat (which will die off), but its its bearer 
will be other, broader social forces." 


"Tt is not a question of creating some new party, but of uniting all the forces, all of the social 
movements of other parties... to transform them, to change them, especially with regard to their 
program of action." 


"Specifically I am interested," says A. Schaff, "not only in the SdRP, but also in the PPS and the 
Unia Pracy, as well as small groupings like the ZKP 'Proletariat' and the Trotskyists." (""Trybuna" 
No. 2 and "Préba podsumowania," p.248) 


This is how A. Schaff presents the socio-political base of the "new" left: from the SdRP to the 
Trotskyists. A. Schaff, justifying his erroneous statements about communofascism in Poland by the 
necessity of speaking the truth, referred to Aristotle's statement: "Plato is my friend, but truth is a 
greater friend."* Marx supplements this legitimate necessity of telling the truth in this way: 


"Ruthlessness - the first condition of all criticism, because with trust you cannot eliminate facts, and 
people who have respect for each other do not demand blind faith from each other." 


”*Bezwzglednosé - pierwszy warunek wszelkiej krytyki, poniewaz zaufaniem nie mozna 
zlikwidowaé faktow, a ludzie, kt6rzy darza sie szacunkiem, nie zadajq od siebie wzajemnie Slepej 
wiary”. 


The question arises, how in the face of facts, does the truth about the ideological genesis of the 
"new" left present itself? The parties that interest A. Schaff grew on the ruins of the liquidation of 
socialism and the PZPR. Their founders took an active part in making decisions at the Round Table, 
and so they became the real gravediggers of socialism and later actively participated in the 
restoration of capitalism. Such is the ideological genesis of these parties. And now A. Schaff is 
trying to bring together those very parties of the gravediggers of socialism under the banner of some 
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new Popular Front, following the French model of the pre-war years, so that later the "new" left, 
formed in such a way, could overthrow capitalism, i.e., so that the gravediggers of socialism 
become now the gravediggers of capitalism. This miracle is to be performed by the so formed 
"new" left, rejecting Marxism, under the banner of the religious star "agape", i.e., "heavenly love of 
neighbor", which is to become "the main pillar of the "new" socialism". This, then, is such a truth 
which has nothing to do with Marxism, and besides, such a task, set before such people, is an 
absolutely unrealistic prophecy. Each of us loves his neighbor, but nothing comes of it! 


Departure from Marxist principles masked by love of neighbor. 


"The time is approaching," says A. Schaff, "when it will be necessary to transfer Marx's Capital to 
the shelves of respected works of old masters, but now of only historical importance." (""Notatki 
ktopotnika, p.66). 


This time - according to A. Schaff - necessary for the final death of the proletariat is supposed to 
last "about 50 years", during which the proletariat, not only in Poland, will allegedly not be able to 
achieve any revolutionary victory over capitalism and, therefore, it is not possible to move on to the 
liquidation of class society in order to build communism, a classless society. With this in mind, A. 
Schaff has already eliminated from his own field of interest, the problem of the revolutionary 
activity of the Polish working class, as well as that of the international proletariat, concentrating his 
attention on problems connected with the birth of a new socio-economic formation of humanity 
which is to become the "new" socialism. These are the pillars of the departure from the principles of 
Marxism: 


1. "Just as proletarian (scientific) socialism took the place of utopian socialism, precisely because 
the proletariat appeared, so now, in view of the death of the proletariat and the automation of 
production and services, a "new" socialism must appear, which will be a new form of the supra- 
historical postulates of socialism." (""Préba podsumowania" p.249) 


A. Schaff thus rejects the Marxist principle of the necessity of the transition of the proletariat in the 
path of the victory of the socialist revolution from capitalism to revolutionary socialism. He also 
rejects Marx's position that the antagonistic bourgeois society is that social formation which closes 
the prehistory of human society, since the "new" socialism - says A. Schaff - will still be a class 
society, a "multisectoral" society, in which, however, class struggle will not have a class character, 
but a "general social" one? How can one be so sure of this prophecy that the Polish and 
international proletariat will not be capable of revolutionary revolt for another 50 years, and will 
resign itself to the slavish fate of dying peacefully on its knees in the name of not earthly, but 
heavenly love of neighbor, serving the interests of the bourgeoisie? 


2. "The central economic problem of any society is the problem of ownership of the means of 
production (including land). I believe," says A. Schaff, "that it is necessary to accept the possibility 
of private ownership of the means of production, seeing the future society as multisectoral in this 
respect, in any case allowing ownership of the means of production both social (in its various 
forms) and private." (""Proba podsumowania," p. 244). 


"The economy of this period," says A. Schaff, "will admittedly be tri-sectoral (private, cooperative 
and state based), but with an overwhelming preponderance of state-owned or actually socialized 
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enterprises in the form of national and transnational joint stock companies, managed by managers." 


z 


("Pora na spowiedz," p.176). 


It follows from the above that A. Schaff not only recognizes in "New" Socialism a "three-sector" 
economy, but puts private property first, treating enterprises in the form of "national and 
transnational joint stock companies managed by managers as actually socialized," which is patently 
untrue. Marx clearly states: "the problem of property is a question of life for the working class," and 
so their socialization, i.e., the taking of the means of production by the state of democratic 
dictatorship of the proletariat, becomes a necessary foundation. 


3. "Iam a firm opponent," says A. Schaff, "of any deviation from parliamentary democracy. We 
have a three-sector economy. which is good and even necessary for the development of a normal 
system of parliamentary democracy". ("Notatnik ktopotnika", p. 178). 


This means a rejection of the main principle of Marxism, concerning the political superstructure of 
the state of the democratic dictatorship of the proletariat. 


It is also an unquestioning advocacy of the extension of the rule of big capital, in which political 
power is in the hands of the big bourgeoisie of finance capital, which decides the economy and state 
policy, in which the "new" left wants to take on its petty-bourgeois shoulders, not the liquidation of 
capitalism, but only the servile task to the bourgeoisie concerning the liquidation structural 
unemployment. The left, old or new, which does not see in its ranks the proletariat as the guiding 
force, has the character of petty-bourgeois socialism, consciously subordinated to the interests of 
big capital. When one departs from Marxism, one enters the arms of the bourgeoisie! 


4. "The main bearer of the 'new' left," says A. Schaff, "will be not the proletariat, but the new 
middle classes". 


For A. Schaff, "heavenly love of neighbor" is the most important pillar of "new" socialism. 


"Love of one's neighbor," says A. Schaff, "is the 'soul' of socialism, and everything else is only a 
historically variable commentary or an addition." (""Pora na spowiedz" p. 219) 


"Whatever movement it may be," says A. Schaff, "secular or religious, whatever social class has 
historically been its driving force, we qualify as socialist those among them which proclaim in their 
programs the principle of 'agape”” 


The above statements reflect a complete rejection of the principles of Marxism, i.e., the setting 
aside of Marx's "Capital" on the shelves of past history and the basing of the "new" left in its 
practice on the eternal wisdom of the Holy Scripture. 


The question of the life of the proletariat today is political organization 


Polish society is made up of three main classes: the proletariat, which accounts for about 50 percent 
in the total economy; the bourgeoisie, which accounts for about 15 to 20 percent; and the petty 
bourgeoisie, which accounts for 25 to 30 percent of the population. The proletariat quantitatively is 
a power, the main class of society as a whole, but unorganized on its own in the workers’ trade 
unions or in its political party, in which it would constitute 70 to 80 percent, it is nothing. The 
bourgeois minority maintains itself in power only by breaking up the proletariat in the trade unions 
and by not organizing it in its own party. The present rule of the bourgeoisie is based on a minority 
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which, broken up into a dozen warring political parties and factions, took part in the last 
parliamentary elections. On the other hand, the majority of society, in spite of great propaganda and 
the support of the Church, ignored the elections. This is a great defeat for the bourgeoisie and a 
serious undermining of the authority of the Church among the masses. So the question arises, what 
political force is able to break this great, passive resistance of the majority of society, which is an 
expression of hatred for the capitalist system currently prevailing in Poland? The new party of 
bourgeois social democracy, SLD, which deceitfully calls itself the "left" party, does not represent 
the class interests of the proletariat and does not appeal to it, omitting the working class in silence, it 
merely tries to appeal instead only to the 3 million-strong electorate of new, young voters in the 
hopes of them tying their fate to SLD, counting on the naivety and lack of political experience of 
the younger generation. What political force, then, is capable of rousing this silent majority of the 
entire society, hostile to the present government of the bourgeoisie, to political struggle in the next 
parliamentary elections? Only the proletariat is the political force that can accomplish this work 
under the leadership of its own new party. In order to achieve this, it is necessary to begin 
immediately to carry out the tasks aimed at this great and historic goal. The participation of the new 
party of the proletariat in the electoral campaign and in the parliamentary elections themselves, is 
capable of winning the confidence of about three-fourths of the hitherto passive mass of the people, 
i.e., about 30 percent or more of the voters. For this purpose, the proletariat should immediately 
unite politically and organizationally in every factory under the leadership of an Organizing 
Committee which it will form and whose main task should be to establish the Polish Working Class 
Party. The maintenance of communication by the Organizing Commissions in the cities and on a 
provincial scale should aim at submitting as soon as possible a motion to the court, supported by 
several thousand declarations, for approval of the creation of the Polska Partia Klasy Robotniczej 
(PPKR). Enough of suffering and humiliation, it is high time to put an end to passivity, to undertake 
a ruthless political struggle for the organization of the proletariat, the largest class of all society, in 
its own party and under its own workers' leadership, in order to win support in the parliamentary 
elections and to seize political power in the country. "We know," says Marx, "that for the new forces 
in society to function properly, it is only necessary that they be exercised by new men - and these 
men are the workers. 


»,Wiemy - mdéwi Marks - ze po to, by nowe sity w spoteczenstwie funkcjonowaly nalezycie, trzeba 
tylko, by sprawowali je nowi ludzie - a ludzmi tymi sq robotnicy” 


Warsaw, September 15, 1999 


Kazimierz Mijal 
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Links [All Work as of December 2021] (Confirmed Sources): 
?: https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1894-c3/pref.htm 


*:https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/download/ 
Marx Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy.pdf 


5. 


https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1845/german-ideology/ch01a.htm 


XxX, 


http://www.artandpopularculture.com/Amicus Plato%2C sed magis amica veritas 


Links (Unconfirmed Sources): 


[DE] https://marx-wirklich-studieren.net/marx-engels-werke-als-pdf-zum-download/ 


[DE] https://web.archive.org/web/20190423081745/http://www.dearchiv.de/php/mewinh.php 
[DE] https://kommunistische-geschichte.de/lenin-werke/ 
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